left a strong mark on the cultural identity of the region, on its spiritual profile. Transylvanian elites would be formed in Budapest and Vienna rather than in Bucharest. This legacy cannot be erased, nor can it be negated, however, without slipping into the other extreme, that of negating the region's attachment to Romania. In fact, the third chapter of the book even addresses topics such as the image of the motherland and the relationship with Europe.
The fourth chapter draws a history of the Transylvanian mentality. We can see a considerably humanized history, written, as put by the author, "with the heart". The next chapter focuses on an extremely difficult and controversial aspect: the relationship between the Romanians and the Hungarians from Transylvania. Various stereotypes are described, by choosing some personalities from both "sides" (revolt leader Horea, historian Kőváry László, novelist Jókai Mór etc.), and by delineating what the Romanians' opinion of the Hungarians was and the other way around. By presenting this mirror image, the author puts aside forever the mono-ethnical perspective of the history of Transylvania. Thus, he manages to outline new explanations for the relationships between the Romanians and the Hungarians, be they in conflict or friendly.
The final chapter uses the tools of comparative imagology. The purpose is to show how the inhabitants of Transylvania tried to integrate into the world. More precisely, the author analyzes the reactions and the perceptions of Romanian Transylvanian society in its clash with patterns of ideology and civilization which stemmed from the Western world: the French image, the Italian image, the Irish model or the American image.
The reader of the book will be able to grasp three distinct levels: 1) the level of scientific, scholarly study (the most consistent one); 2) the level of disciplinary self-reflection, of method discourse; and 3) the level of personal opinion and attitude. The three tiers make a whole, without prejudice to one another. As put by Sorin Mitu: "I believe these three parts can sustain and enlighten each other, in agreement with the core idea of the book. The outcome is a typically 'postmodern' fragmentary structure … that seeks to illustrate a coherent libretto: how I built my own Transylvania in relation to the numerous Transylvanias of other people. This is the story of a scholarly experience and of an existential adventure; it is both book and life" (p. 21).
Beyond this character of "history contemplated and experienced", the book is also valuable from the angle of two other elements ensuing from the author's relationship with Transylvania. First, starting again from one of Sorin Mitu's statements, it can prompt an individual to escape the temptation of nationalism -i.e., to take off the cloak of "tiny Romanian nationalist from Transylvania", proud and happy with his beliefs (p. 17). Anyone who fails to see the multi-ethnical and multi-denominational nature of the Transylvania legacy is as good as a blind man. Second, how the author was able to adequately write the history of his Transylvania establishes an important methodological option: not only a field of study and erudite passion, but also a relationship of belonging. We allow the final word to Sorin Mitu: "I was born, I have lived and I have no doubt I will die here, in Transylvania, in a world I hold both dear and familiar. And between these two points of reference -between the freedom of choosing one's own destiny and the anchoring in a specific history and culture -we can see, in fact, the configuring of the identify and the unique profile of each of us" (p. 7-8).
